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10 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-25308-2020
Date of Decision: 09.02.2021

Dr. Manish Singla and another @~ ... Petitioners
Vs.
State of Haryana and another @ ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH
Present: Mr. Manoj Kumar, Advocate, for the petitioners.
Mr. Surender Singh, A.A.G., Haryana.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Case heard via video conferencing.

This petition has been filed under the provisions of Section 439
of the Cr.P.C. seeking 'regular bail' for the petitioners in case FIR no. 583
dated 09.07.2020, registered at Police Station City Thanesar, District
Kurukshetra for the alleged commission of offences punishable under
Sections 406 and 420 of the IPC (with Sections 506/509/34/180 of the IPC
and Sections 27/54/59 of the Arms, Act, 1959 added later), and Section 3 of
the Protection of Interest of Depositors in Financial Establishment Act, 2013.

In view of the fact that the FIR itself has been quashed, vide an
order passed today itself in the connected petition, i.e. CRM-M-35600-2020,
this petition, by which which the petitioners seek to be admitted to bail, has
been rendered infructuous. However, learned counsel for the petitioners
submits that since an order discharging the petitioners on the ground of the
quashing of the FIR has still to be passed by the competent court, the bail
order may be allowed to continue to operate till that date, so as to ensure that

the petitioners are not unnecessarily harassed by the police.
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Ordered accordingly.

It is also to be noticed that learned State counsel has submitted
that as per his instructions that there is no other criminal case registered

against the petitioners.

February 09, 2021 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
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